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DETAILED ACTION 
Status of Claims 

1 . This action is responsive to amendment filed on 10/3 1/2007, where Applicant amended 
claims 1,6,10,13,16-19, and cancelled claims 5 and 12. Claims 1-4,6,8-11,14-20 are pending. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments, filed 10/31/2007, have been fully considered and are persuasive. 
Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon further consideration, a new 
ground(s) of rejection is made in view of Suzuki (US Patent no 5956488). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §101 

3. Claims 6,8,9 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed to 
non-statutory subject matter. Claim 6, for example, recites a "provider". Applicants 
specification mentions that the invention can be implemented in software. Therefore, the scope 
of the "provider" encompasses a software only embodiment. Software is not statutory because it 
is simply abstract ideas and is not directed to a process occurring as a result of executing the 
software on an actual physical device. For a claim like this to be statutory, an actual hardware 
device is required. These claims do meet this criterion and are therefore deemed non-statutory. 
See MPEP Chapter 2106.01 Section I 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
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4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1,5,6,8-10,13-19 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Jilk et al (US Patent No 6,993,559) in view of Ali et al (US Patent No 5,896,506) in further 
view of Suzuki (US Patent no 5956488). 

6. In reference to independent claims 1,6,10,13 and 16-19, Jilk teaches a web page 
acquisition system, provider, method, computer readable memory and program of instructions, 
all respectively comprising: 

a web page acquisition server and a user terminal, both of which are connected to a 
communication network, wherein said user terminal transmits to said web page acquisition 
server a web page acquisition request that includes various acquisition conditions (column 10 
lines 55-67 and column 13 lines 39-42); 

wherein said webpage acquisition server generates a web page acquisition list comprising 
non-overlapping web page acquisition requests from a plurality of user terminals (column 13 
lines 40-49 & 60-65 and column 15 lines 30-40); 

wherein, in accordance with said acquisition conditions included in said web page 
acquisition request received from said user terminal and at least one predetermined scheduling 
rule, said web page acquisition server acquires a web page source from a web server on said 
communication network and transmits said web page source to said user terminal (column 13 
lines 40-55); and 
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Although Jilk teaches a proxy server, Jilk fails to explicitly teach the proxy server to 
perform: wherein said web page source is formed into a library file that, in accordance with said 
web page acquisition request, is obtained and held in said web page acquisition server, and is 
transmitted to said user terminal. However, Ali discloses an archive object that is sent from an 
archive object server (i.e. web server) to a cache server (i.e. acquisition server), is archived in the 
cache server and is transmitted to a client (Ali, column 8 lines 27-35 and column 8 line 64 - 
column 9 line 15). It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the 
proxy server of Jilk to wherein said web page source is formed into a library file that, in 
accordance with said web page acquisition request, is obtained and held in said web page 
acquisition server, and is transmitted to said user terminal as per the teachings of Ali for the 
purpose of facilitating transfer of web media data to users. 

Jilk and Ali fail to explicitly teach the amended limitation of: 

wherein when said web page acquisition server receives from the plurality of user terminals a 
plurality of web page acquisition requests for the same page, said web page acquisition server 
obtains and archives, utilizing a single request to a web server and according to the integrated 
list, a corresponding web page source for said plurality of requests such that a web page must be 
requested and obtained only once for the plurality of user terminals, and transmits said web page 
source to said user terminals that issued said web page acquisition requests. However, Suzuki 
discloses combining a plurality of requests issued by different terminals for a particular content 
into a single unified request for that content, so that the content can be obtained by a single 
access thus reducing the amount of overhead involved if each of the requests were sent 
separately (Suzuki, Abstract). It thus would have been obvous for one of ordinary skill in the art 
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to modify Jilk and Ali to teach this limitation as per the teachings of Suzuki for the purpose of 
reducing the amount of overhead involved if each of the requests were sent separately. 

7. In reference to claim 9, Jilk in view of Ali teach the provider according to claim 6, 
wherein said transmission control unit changes a link for said web page source held by said web 
page acquisition/archiving unit from an absolute link based on the URL of a web page source, 
into a relative link (column 14 lines 35-67). 

8. In reference to claim 14, Jilk in view of Ali teach the method according to claim 13, 
wherein said step for issuing said web page transmission request includes a step of: issuing, upon 
the receipt of a notification indicating that a web page has been acquired by said provider, said 
web page transmission request to said provider, regardless of the time condition that is included 
in said web page acquisition conditions (column 13 line 40 - column 14 line 10). 

9. In reference to claim 15, Jilk in view of Ali teach the method according to claim 13, 
wherein said step of receiving said web page source, is in the form of a library file (Ali discloses 
archive objects, column 8 lines 27-35 and column 8 line 64 - column 9 line 15). 

10. Claims 2-4,8,11,12,20 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Jilk et al (US Patent No 6,993,559) in view of Ali et al (US Patent No 6,772,193) in further 
view of Suzuki (US Patent no 5956488) in further view of Peterson et al (US Patent No 
6,594,682). 

11. In reference to claims 2 and 1 1 , Jilk in view of Ali teach the web page acquisition service 
system and method according to claims 1 and 1 3 : 
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wherein, as one of said acquisition conditions included in said web page acquisition 
request, a time condition for the acquisition of a web page source; and wherein, in accordance 
with said time condition designated in said web page acquisition request, said web page 
acquisition server acquires said web page source and transmits said web page source to said user 
terminal (column 12 lines 17-25). 

Jilk fails to explicitly teach wherein said user terminal designates the time condition. 
However, Peterson discloses a system for scheduling the delivery of web content to a user 
wherein a user inputs scheduling requirements into a web content request (column 8 line 54 - 
column 9 line 7). It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Jilk 
wherein said user terminal designates the time condition for web page acquisition for the purpose 
of facilitating the downloading of web content to a users terminal. 

12. In reference to claims 3,4, Jilk in view of Ali teach the web page acquisition service 
system and method according to claim 2. Jilk fails to explicitly teach wherein said web page 
acquisition server performs scheduling for the acquisition of a web page source, while taking 
into account said time condition that is designated in said web page acquisition request and a 
volume of the communication traffic carried by said communication network. However, 
Peterson discloses scheduling data delivery based on time and traffic conditions (column 9 lines 
1-15). It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Jilk wherein said 
web page acquisition server performs scheduling for the acquisition of a web page source, while 
taking into account said time condition that is designated in said web page acquisition request 
and a volume of the communication traffic carried by said communication network as per the 
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teachings of Peterson for the purpose of facilitating the downloading of web content to a users 
terminal. 

13. In reference to claim 8, Jilk in view of Ali teach the provider according to claim 6. Jilk 
fails to explicitly teach wherein when a limitation is placed on the size of a data file that said user 
terminal, which is a web page source transmission destination, can receive as a single 
transmission, said transmission control unit divides, into segments having an appropriate size for 
said user terminal, said web page source that is held in said web page acquisition/archiving unit, 
and forms said segments into library files. However, this is disclosed by Peterson (column 9 lines 
1-15 and column 12 lines 33-60). See above mentioned motivation. 

14. In reference to claim 20, Jilk teaches the web page acquisition service according to claim 
1 . Jilk fails to explicitly teach wherein, said at least one predetermined scheduling rule comprises 
the acquisition of a web page source occurring during a time period during which a volume of 
communication is small. However, Peterson discloses scheduling data delivery based on time 
and periods of low traffic conditions (column 9 lines 1-15). See above motivation. 



Conclusion 



15. The above rejections are based upon the broadest reasonable interpretation of the claims. 
Applicant is advised that the specified citations of the relied upon prior art, in the above 
rejections, are only representative of the teachings of the prior art, and that any other supportive 
sections within the entirety of the reference (including any figures, incorporation by references, 
claims and/or priority documents) is implied as being applied to teach the scope of the claims. 

16. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 



disclosure. See attached Form 892. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to RAMY M. OSMAN whose telephone number is (571)272-4008. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ario Etienne can be reached on (571) 272-4001 . The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Ramy M Osman/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2157 

June 13, 2008 



